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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to communications 
received Marcy 09, 201 1 . Claims 1-16, 30-36 and 38-43 have been canceled. Claims 
17, 25, 29 and 51 have been amended. No new claims have been added. Therefore, 
claims 17-29, 37 and 44-54 are pending and addressed below. 

Response to Amendments/Arguments 
Claim Objections 

2. Upon review of claim 29 examiner erred in the objection put forth in the previous 
Office. The examiner withdraws the rejection 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

3. In the remarks with respect to claims 1 7-20 and 22-29 and 45-50 the applicant 
argues (1) that the prior art Davies fails to teach an application system to remote or 
online purchase(s) (2) that the prior art fails to teach making a financial transaction 
directly with a financial institution via internet banking, (3) that the prior art fails to teach 
a transaction initiated by the user's phone to a central facility (4) that the prior art Davies 
fails to teach receiving payment data from a communication device belonging to a 
consumer directly by a central facility. 

4. In response to argument (1 ) that the prior art Davies fails to teach an application 
system to remote or online purchase(s), the examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
premise of the applicant's argument. Claims 17-20, 22-29 and 45-50 do not have in the 
limitation of the claims remote or online purchases, applicant is arguing limitation which 
are not claimed. See MPEP 2111-2116.01. The claims cite an EPOS system: 
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An EPOS uses computers or specialized terminals that can be combined with other 
hardware, such as barcode readers, cash draws etc for accurately and instantly capturing the 



...most POS (point of sale or purchase) solutions are electronic. The difference between the 
two is typically the recording and updating of stock within the business. For example a POS 
system could be a standalone electronic till. This records the point of purchase, but does not 
automatically update the stock level for that product; this is done in a manual process. With 
an EPOS solution, the stock data is automatically updated, saving great time and increasing 
efficiency. 



However, claims 20, 21 , 22 and 48 cite a mobile phone which does incorporate remote 
purchase. The prior art Davies explicitly teaches "mobile phone" to pay electronically 
for goods and services (abstract: A secure payment system for authorised point of sale 
transactions enables a user to pay electronically for goods using a handheld device 
such as a mobile phone). The rejection is maintained. 

In response to argument (2) that the prior art fails to teach making a financial 
transaction directly with a financial institution via internet banking, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees and points to in the art in at least para 0092; "If the user selects 
an Internet bank account, the process is slightly different in that, instead of Step 2e 
above, the user accesses their account Website directly from the telephone 115, 
using a Wireless Applications Protocol link. the rejection is maintained. 

In response to argument (3) that the prior art fails to teach a transaction initiated 
by the user's phone to a central facility, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 



The prior art teaches explicitly in at least; 

[0042] Mobile phone 115-Tagboard box 100: there are a number of ways to provide 
an interface and connection 120 between the user's mobile phone 115 and the 
Tagboard box 100. A good way is to use a contactless card reader conforming to 
the protocol ISO (International Standards Organization) standard 14443 (various 
types). Processes of the Tagboard box 100 can be written to treat this in the 
manner of a smart card interface and can read and write to the shared memory of 
the mobile phone 115. ... 
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[0044] Tagboard server 1 1 0: The Tagboard server 110 can communicate with the point of 
sale terminal 105 using TCP/IP. It also has: 

[0045] one or more network connections 150 to internal and/or external finance 
systems 125 for making payments and supporting the transfer of cash amounts to the 
mobile phone 115 

[0046] a network connection 155 to a mobile device checkpoint 130 for checking 
whether the mobile phone 115 has been reported stolen 

[0047] a network connection 160 to a data store such as a hard disc 135 for in- 
house data processing such as the stock-keeping and customer relationship 
management mentioned above. 

Note that the prior art explicitly teaches that the transaction is initiated by the user's 
phone and networked to "internal ...finance system and networked to in-house data 
processing". The examiner maintains the rejection. 



In response to argument (4) that the prior art Davies fails to teach receiving 

payment data from a communication device belonging to a consumer directly by a 

central facility, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Newly amended claim 17 cites 

"a third communication link for connecting the central facility with each receiver 
processor for enabling an indication of the approval of the payment to be 
transmitted from the central facility to the receiver processor so that the EPOS 
terminal is provided with an indication that payment is approved directly from the central 
facility to enable a consumer to receive the goods or services relating to the payment" 

The prior art explicitly teaches in at least 

[0042] Mobile phone 115-Tagboard box 100: there are a number of ways to provide 
an interface and connection 120 between the user's mobile phone 115 and the 
Tagboard box 100. A good way is to use a contactless card reader conforming to 
the protocol ISO (International Standards Organization) standard 14443 (various 
types). Processes of the Tagboard box 100 can be written to treat this in the 
manner of a smart card interface and can read and write to the shared memory of 
the mobile phone 115. ... 

[0044] Tagboard server 1 1 0: The Tagboard server 1 1 0 can communicate with the point of 
sale terminal 1 05 using TCP/IP. It also has: 

[0045] one or more network connections 150 to internal and/or external finance 
systems 1 25 for making payments and supporting the transfer of cash amounts to the 
mobile phone 115 



[0046] a network connection 155 to a mobile device checkpoint 130 for checking 
whether the mobile phone 115 has been reported stolen 
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[0047] a network connection 160 to a data store such as a hard disc 135 for in- 
house data processing such as the stock-keeping and customer relationship 
management mentioned above. 

The user device communicate via the interface tagboard server whose function is to 
provide direct communication with the point of sale, communication with the internal 
finance system, communication with the in-house data processing for the user device. 
In order for direct communication between a user device and any other system central 
or otherwise there must be an interface communication network. The prior art does not 
require another entity between the user device and the in-house or internal system. 
The rejection is maintained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21 , 37, 44 and 51-54 have been 
cited above. 

In response to applicant's argument with respect to claims 51-54, wherein the 
amended claim 51 cites "receiving payment data from a communication device 
belonging to a consumer directly by a central facility. The prior art explicitly 
teaches in at least 

[0042] Mobile phone 11 5-Tagboard box 100: there are a number of ways to provide 
an interface and connection 120 between the user's mobile phone 115 and the 
Tagboard box 100. A good way is to use a contactless card reader conforming to 
the protocol ISO (International Standards Organization) standard 14443 (various 
types). Processes of the Tagboard box 100 can be written to treat this in the 
manner of a smart card interface and can read and write to the shared memory of 
the mobile phone 115. ... 

[0044] Tagboard server 1 1 0: The Tagboard server 1 1 0 can communicate with the point of 
sale terminal 1 05 using TCP/IP. It also has: 

[0045] one or more network connections 150 to internal and/or external finance 
systems 1 25 for making payments and supporting the transfer of cash amounts to the 
mobile phone 115 



[0046] a network connection 155 to a mobile device checkpoint 130 for checking 
whether the mobile phone 115 has been reported stolen 
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[0047] a network connection 160 to a data store such as a hard disc 135 for in- 
house data processing such as the stock-keeping and customer relationship 
management mentioned above. 

The user device communicate via the interface tagboard server whose function is to 
provide direct communication with the point of sale, communication with the internal 
finance system, communication with the in-house data processing for the user device. 
In order for direct communication between a user device and any other system central 
or otherwise there must be an interface communication network. The prior art does not 
require another entity between the user device and the in-house or internal system. 
The rejection is maintained. 

In the remarks with respect to claim 44 rejected over Davies in view of Official 
Notice. Applicant traversed Official notice, by stating that the claim would be patentable 
for reasons given in the parent claim. Applicant(s) attempt at traversing the Official 
Notice findings as stated in the previous Office Action (Paragraph No. 12) is inadequate. 
Adequate traversal is a two step process. First, Applicant(s) must state their traversal on 
the record. Second and in accordance with 37 C.F.R. §1.111 (b) which requires 
Applicant(s) to specifically point out the supposed errors in the Office Action, 
Applicant(s) must state why the Official Notice statement(s) are not to be considered 
common knowledge or well known in the art. In this application, while Applicant(s) have 
clearly met step (1), Applicant(s) have failed step (2) since they have failed to argue 
why the Official Notice statement(s) are not to be considered common knowledge or 
well known in the art. 

The rejection is maintained. 
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Official Notice 

6. Applicant traversed Official notice, by stating that the claim would be patentable 
for reasons given in the parent claim. Applicant(s) attempt at traversing the Official 
Notice findings as stated in the previous Office Action (Paragraph No. 12) is inadequate. 
Adequate traversal is a two step process. First, Applicant(s) must state their traversal on 
the record. Second and in accordance with 37 C.F.R. §1 .1 1 1 (b) which requires 
Applicant(s) to specifically point out the supposed errors in the Office Action, 
Applicant(s) must state why the Official Notice statement(s) are not to be considered 
common knowledge or well known in the art. In this application, while Applicant(s) have 
clearly met step (1 ), Applicant(s) have failed step (2) since they have failed to argue 
why the Official Notice statement(s) are not to be considered common knowledge or 
well known in the art. Because Applicant(s)' traversal is inadequate, the Official Notice 
statement(s) that it is old and well known in the art of computer technology where a 
communication transmission process comprises a modem is taken to be admitted as 
prior art. See MPEP § 2144.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 25-28 and 37 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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In reference to Claims 25-28 and 37 : 

Claim 25 recites the limitation "the store database" in line 24. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For examination purposes 
the examiner is defining the limitation to be a vendor database with approval payment 
details. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 0. Claims 1 7-20, 22-29 and 45-50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by US Pub No. 2006/0253392 A1 by Davies (Davies). 

In reference to Claim 17 : 

(currently amended): A payment transaction system comprising: at least one 
receiver processor, each receiver processor being located at a retail outlet, and each 
receiver processor having an apparatus for receiving receiver adapted to receive 
payment data from a communication device belonging to a consumer to enable 
payment to be made for goods or services, an EPOS terminal coupled to the receiver, 
and a store back office server having a store database, the store back office server 
being connected to the EPOS terminal ((Davies) in at least para 001 1 , para 0013, para 
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0020-0022, para 0025-0026, para 0028, para 0030-0031 , para 0047, para 0063); a 
retailer processor having a communication transmission processor and a transaction 
payment database ((Davies) in at least 0009, para 0018); a first communication link 
connecting [[the]] each receiver processor to the retailer processor ((Davies) in at least 
FIG. 1 ; para 0009-001 0, para 001 8, para 0057, para 01 20); a central facility having a 
payment approval processor and an account transaction payment database, the 
account transaction payment database maintaining a database of accounts relating to 
consumers and the payment approval processor adapted to interrogate the database 
and determine whether a payment is to be approved or declined ((Davies) in at least 
para 0063-0068, para 0077, para 0079-0080, para 0084); a second communication link 
for connecting the retailer processor to the central facility so that the payment data can 
be transmitted from the retailer processor to the payment approval processor, and for 
transmitting a signal back from the central facility to the retailer processor indicating that 
payment is approved to enable updating of the transaction payment database ((Davies) 
in at least para 0081 , para 0084, para 0089); a third communication link connecting the 
central facility with each receiver processor for enabling an indication of the approval of 
the payment to be transmitted from the central facility to the receiver processor so that 
the EPOS terminal is provided with an indication that payment is approved directly form 
the central facility ((Davies) in at least para 0042, para 0044-0047) to enable a 
consumer to receive the goods or services relating to the payment ((Davies) in at least 
para 0081 , para 0084, para 0089, para 0091 , para 0094, para 01 06, para 01 11-011 2). 
In reference to Claim 18 : 
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(Previously Presented): The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the central facility is also adapted to transmit a signal to the communication 
device of the consumer indicating that payment is approved ((Davies) in at least para 
0084, para 0085-0089). 

Note: EPOS 



...most POS (point of sale or purchase) solutions are electronic. The difference between the 
two is typically the recording and updating of stock within the business. For example a POS 
system could be a standalone electronic till. This records the point of purchase, but does not 
automatically update the stock level for that product; this is done in a manual process. With 
an EPOS solution, the stock data is automatically updated, saving great time and increasing 
efficiency. 



In reference to Claim 19 : 

(Previously presented): The system of claim 18 (see rejection of claim 18 above) 
wherein the signal is an SMS Message ((Davies) in at least Abstract; para 0106). 
In reference to Claim 20 : 

(previously presented): The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the communication device is provided with a preset template which is 
downloaded to facilitate the input of information by the consumer into the mobile 
telephone relating to the payment so the mobile telephone can transfer the payment 
data to the receiver processor ((Davies) in at least abstract; para 0004, para 0007, para 
0011). 

In reference to Claim 22 : 
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(Previously presented): The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the communication device comprises a mobile telephone ((Davies) in at least 
abstract; para 0004, para 0007, para 001 1 ). 
In reference to Claim 23 : 

(Previously Presented): The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the second communication link comprises at least one fixed line for connecting 
the communication transmission processor to the central facility_((Davies) in at least 
para 0003, para 001 1 , para 0084) 
In reference to Claim 24 : 

(Previously presented): The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the first and third communication links comprise a common communication 
network interconnecting the receiver processor, the retailer processor and the central 
facility ((Davies) in at least FIG. 1 , FIG. 3; para 0043, para 0045). 
In reference to Claim 25 : 

(currently amended): A payment transaction system comprising: a central facility 
having a payment approval processor and a transaction payment database, the 
transaction payment database maintaining accounts relating to respective consumers 
((Davies) in at least para 001 8, para 0101 , para 01 1 0)and the payment approval 
processor being adapted to interrogate the database and determine whether a payment 
is to be approved based on the status of the consumers account, a maintained in the 
database, at least one receiver processor located at a retail outlet ((Davies) in at least 
para 0012) , the receiver processor including a store back office server having a 
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payment application processor, a store database and an EPOS terminal ((Davies) in at 
least para 0044-0047) : a first communication link for data communication ((Davies) in at 
least para 0042, para 0044-0047) between the central facility and each receiver 
processor: a retail processor including a payment database ((Davies) in at least para 
0042, para 0044-0047) : and a second communication link for connecting the store back 
office server with the retailer processor ((Davies) in at least para 0042, para 0044- 
0047) , wherein in response to the central facility receiving payment data directly from a 
communication device belonging to a consumer, the payment approval processor 
interrogates the database and determines whether a payment is to be approved for the 
consumer ((Davies) in at least para 0007, para 0008; wherein the prior art teaches 
authorization data not stored in mobile device which makes obvious the authorization 
(pay approval) is determined by an payment processor; para 001 1 , para 0014; wherein 
the prior art teaches looking up pin number and financial data; para 0018 ) and if 
payment is to be approved transmits an approval code back to the communication 
device ((Davies) in at least para 001 1 , para 0014, para 0080-0089); and transmits an 
approval signal including the approval code to the at least receiver processor via the 
first communication link ((Davies) in at least para 001 1 , para 0014); the at least one 
receiver processor receiving the approval signal storing the approval payment details 
including the approval code in the store database ((Davies) in at least para 0121 ; 
wherein the prior art teaches loyalty schemes, subscriptions, specific details, etc.. .which 
makes obvious vendor payment details approval database), and the payment 
application processor providing the approval code to an EPOS that when the consumer 
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presents at the EPOS terminal to collect goods or services paid for, the approval code 
transmitted to the user's communication device and the stored approval code at the 
EPOS terminal are matched to confirm payment ((Davies) in at least FIG. 1 , FIG. 2-3; 
para 0031 , para 0047, para 0084, para 0121 wherein the prior art teaches discounts 
stored and authorization (approval code) for specific discounts); the store back office 
server transmitting the approval payment details to a retail processor via the second 
communication link to enable completed payment transaction details to be matched to 
payments approved by the central facility ((Davies) in at least para 0044-0047, para 
0080-0089, para 01 21) 
Note: EPOS: 

An EPOS uses computers or specialized terminals that can be combined with other 
hardware, such as barcode readers, cash draws etc for accurately and instantly capturing the 
sale / transaction. 

...most POS (point of sale or purchase) solutions are electronic. The difference between the 
two is typically the recording and updating of stock within the business. For example a POS 
system could be a standalone electronic till. This records the point of purchase, but does not 
automatically update the stock level for that product; this is done in a manual process. With 
an EPOS solution, the stock data is automatically updated, saving great time and increasing 
efficiency. 

In reference to Claim 26 : 

(Previously presented): The system of claim 25 wherein the first communication 
link comprises a fixed line communication link ((Davies) in at least para 0003, para 
0011, para 0084) 
In reference to Claim 27 : 

(Previously Presented): The system of claim 25 (see rejection of claim 25 above) 
wherein the payment application processor of the store back office server 
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communicates with the EPOS terminal via a store communication network ((Davies) in 
at least para 0027-0028, para 0030-0031 , para 01 21 ). 
In reference to Claim 28 : 

(previously presented): The system of claim 25 (see rejection of claim 25 above) 
wherein the communication device is provided with a preset template for downloading to 
facilitate the input of data by the consumer to form the payment data supplied to the 
central facility ((Davies) in at least para 0020, para 0084). 
In reference to Claim 29 : 

(currently amended): A payment transaction method comprising: receiving 
payment data to enable payment to be made for goods or services by a receiver 
processor located at a retail outlet and having a receiver for receiving the payment data 
from a communication device belonging to a consumer, an EPOS terminal, and a store 
back office server having a store database ((Davies) in at least para 001 1 , para 001 3, 
para 0020-0022, para 0025-0026, para 0028, para 0030-0031 , para 0047, para 0063); 
[[and]] providing the payment data by the receiver processor via a first communication 
link to a retailer processor having a communication transmission processor and a 
transaction payment database ((Davies) in at least FIG. 1 , FIG. 3-4; para 0009, para 
0031 ); providing the payment data by the retailer processor to a central facility via a 
second communication link, the central facility having a payment approval processor 
and an account transaction payment database, the account transaction database 
maintaining database of accounts relating to consumers((Davies) in at least FIG. 1 ; para 
0016, para 0057, para 0120); interrogating the account transaction payment database 
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by the payment approval processor and determining by the payment approval processor 
whether the payment is to be approved or declined ((Davies) in at least para 0084- 
0088); transmitting a signal back from the central facility to the retail processor via the 
second communication link indicating that payment is approved ((Davies) in at least 
para 0084-0088); updating the transaction payment database of the retail processor 
((Davies) in at least para 0020) ; and transmitting an indication of approval of the 
payment from the central facility directly to the receiver processor via a third 
communication link for connecting the central facility with the receiver processor so that 
the EPOS terminal is provided with an indication that the payment is approved to enable 
a consumer to receive the goods or services relating to the payment ((Davies) in at least 
para 0042, para 0044-0047, para 0080-0088). 
Note: EPOS 

An EPOS uses computers or specialized terminals that can be combined with other 
hardware, such as barcode readers, cash draws etc for accurately and instantly capturing the 
sale / transaction. 

...most POS (point of sale or purchase) solutions are electronic. The difference between the 
two is typically the recording and updating of stock within the business. For example a POS 
system could be a standalone electronic till. This records the point of purchase, but does not 
automatically update the stock level for that product; this is done in a manual process. With 
an EPOS solution, the stock data is automatically updated, saving great time and increasing 
efficiency. 

In reference to Claim 45 : 

(Previously Presented): The method of claim 29 (see rejection of claim 29 above) 
wherein the central facility also transmits a signal to the communication device of the 
consumer indicating that the payment is approved ((Davies) in at least para 0084-0089). 
In reference to Claim 46 : 
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(Previously Presented): The method of claim 45 (see rejection of claim 45 above) 
wherein the signal is an SMS message ((Davies) in at least Abstract; para 0106) 
In reference to Claim 47 : 

(Previously presented): The method of claim 29 (see rejection of claim 29 
above), wherein the communication device is provided with a preset template which is 
downloaded to facilitate the input of information by the consumer into the 
communication device relating to the payment so the communication device can 
transfer the payment data to the receiver processor ((Davies) in at least para 0020, para 
0084). 

In reference to Claim 48 : 

(Previously presented): The method of claim 29 (see rejection of claim 29 
above), wherein the communication device comprises a mobile telephone ((Davies) in 
at least para 0020, para 0084). 
In reference to Claim 49 : 

(Previously presented): The method of claim 29 (see rejection of claim 29 
above), wherein the second communication link comprises at least one fixed line for 
connecting the retailer data processing system to the central data processing system 
((Davies) in at least para 0003, para 001 1 , para 0084). 
In reference to Claim 50 : 

(Previously presented): The method of claim 29 (see rejection of claim 29 
above), wherein the first and third communication links comprise a common 
communication network interconnecting the receiver data processing system, the 
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retailer data processing system and the central data processing system ((Davies) in at 
least FIG. 1 , FIG. 3; para 0043, para 0045). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 21 and 37 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Pub No. 2006/0253392 A1 by Davies (Davies), as applied to claim 17 
above with respect to claim 21 ; as applied to claim 25 above with respect to claim 
37, and further in view of US Patent No. 5870725 by Bellinger et al. (Bellinger). 

In reference to Claim 21 : 
Davies teaches: 

(Previously Presented) The system of claim 17 (see rejection of claim 17 above) 
wherein the receiver processor includes... 
Davies does not explicitly teach: 

... an EDC (Electronic Data Capture) machine or cradle for receiving the mobile 
telephone to enable the transfer of the payment information to the receiver processor. 
Bellinger teaches: 

... an EDC (Electronic Data Capture) machine or cradle for receiving the mobile 
telephone to enable the transfer of the payment information to the receiver processor 
((Bellinger) in at least Col 2; FIG. 22-23). 
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Both Davies and Bellinger explicitly teach mobile phones as a transaction device. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply a known technique to a known device (method, or product) ready for 
improvement to yield predictable results. 
In reference to Claim 37 : 
The combination teaches: 

(Previously presented): The method of claim 25 (see rejection of claim 25 above) 
wherein the receiver processor includes ... 
Davies does not explicitly teach: 

... an EDC (Electronic Data Capture) machine or cradle for receiving the mobile 
telephone to enable the transfer of the payment information to the receiver processor. 
Bellinger teaches: 

... an EDC (Electronic Data Capture) machine or cradle for receiving the mobile 
telephone to enable the transfer of the payment information to the receiver processor 
((Bellinger) in at least Col 2; FIG. 22-23). 

Both Davies and Bellinger explicitly teach mobile phones as a transaction device. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply a known technique to a known device (method, or product) ready for 
improvement to yield predictable results. 

13. Claim 44 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Pub No. 2006/0253392 A1 by Davies (Davies) as applied to claims 17 and 23 
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above, and further in view of Applicant's admitted prior art herein referred to as 
APA. 

In reference to Claim 44 : 
Davies teaches: 

(Previously Presented): The system of claim 23 (see rejection of claim 23 above) 
wherein the communication transmission processor comprises a modem for supplying 
the payment data via the fixed line to the payment approval processor of the central 
data processing system ((Davies) in at least para 0003, para 001 1 , para 0084) 

Although the prior art does not explicitly teach "a modem", the prior art explicitly 
teaches internet communication with respect to payment data. APA teaches that it is 
old and well known in the art of computer technology for a communication transmission 
processor to comprise a modem and therefore would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize a known technique to improve similar devices (methods, 
or products) in the same way. 

14. Claims 51-54 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Pub No. 2006/0253392 A1 by Davies (Davies) 

In reference to Claim 51 : 
Davies teaches: 

(Currently amended): A payment transaction method comprising: a. receiving 
payment data from a communication device belonging to a consumer by a central 
facility having a payment approval processor and a transaction payment database 
wherein accounts relating to respective consumers are maintained ((Davies) in at least 
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para 0080-0089); b. interrogating the transaction payment database by the payment 
approval processor ((Davies) in at least para 0083-0084); c. determining by the 
payment approval processor whether the payment is to be approved based on the 
status of the consumer's account, as maintained in the database ((Davies) in at east 
para 0084); d. transmitting an approval code directly back to the communication device 
by the central facility, and if payment is approved ((Davies) in at least para 0042, para 
0044-0047, para 0084-0089); e. providing the approval code (authorization) by the 
central facility directly to a receiver processor located at a retail outlet ((Davies) in at 
least para 0042, para 0044-0047), the receiver processor including an EPOS terminal, a 
store back office server having a payment application processor and a store database 
((Davies) in at least 0080-0089); f. receiving the approval code by the payment 
application processor of the receiver processor via a first communication link for 
connecting the central facility with the receiver processor ((Davies) in at least FIG. 1 -3; 
para 0084-0089); g. storing approved payment data and approval code in the store 
database ((Davies) para 0007, para 0009, para 0013, para 0022, para 0023); h. 
providing the approval code to the EPOS terminal by the payment application processor 
when the consumer presents to collect goods or services paid for ((Davies) in at least 
para 0084-0089); i. matching the approval code transmitted to the user's communication 
device and the stored approval code by the EPOS terminal to confirm payment 
((Davies) in at least para 0021-0023, para 0024); and j. matching confirmed payments 
and stored payment transaction details with payment approval data of the central facility 
by a retailer processor including a payment database for receiving the store back office 
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server approval payment details ((Davies) in at least para 0023-0024, para 0054, para 
0084-0089, para 01 20) 

Although the prior art does not explicitly teach "matching the approval code 
transmitted to the user's communication device and the stored approval code", the prior 
art explicitly teaches the receipt generated according to user preference (see para 
0023), and user data applied to different circumstances by storing user data in 
association with respective identifiers as with which respective identifier applies to a 
transaction which fairly suggest matching transaction with stored transaction approval 
circumstance providing some teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the prior art that 
would have led one of ordinary skill to modify the prior art reference to arrive at the 
claimed invention. As known work in one field of endeavor may prompt variations of it 
for use in either the same field or a different one based on design incentives or other 
market forces if the variations are predictable to one of ordinary skill in the art See 
MPEP § 214 3. 
In reference to Claim 52 : 
Davies teaches: 

(Previously Presented): The method of claim 51 (see rejection of claim 51 above) 
wherein the first communication link comprises a fixed line communication link ((Davies) 
in at least para 0003, para 001 1 , para 0084). 
In reference to Claim 53 : 
Davies teaches: 
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(Previously Presented): The method of claim 51 (see rejection of claim 51 above) 
wherein the payment application processor of the store back office server 
communicates with the EPOS terminal via a store communication network ((Davies) in 
at least para 0006, para 0021 , para 0039). 
In reference to Claim :54 : 
Davies 

(Previously Presented): The method of claim 51 (see rejection of claim 51 above) 
wherein the communication device is provided with a preset template for downloading to 
facilitate the input of data by the consumer to form the payment data supplied to the 
central facility ((Davies) in at least para 0020, para 0022-0024, para 0079-0084). 
Conclusion 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARY GREGG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5050. The examiner can normally be reached on 4/10. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 5712726712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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1 6. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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